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Note from the Editor 
Ce ee 


REETINGS MY FRIENDS, AND WELCOME 

to the new, bigger and better edition of 

The Limbaugh Letter. Bigger — because 
I have decided to expand it by 25 percent. Better 
— because there is more me. 

As with everything I do, my publication has 
redefined the business. We started as an eight- 
page newsletter unlike no other in history, quick- 
ly went to 12 pages each month, and now have 
surpassed those boundaries, expanding to 16 
pages. And we will keep on growing. Like my 
radio and television programs, you can never pre- 
dict what I am going to do here next. 

But you can be sure it'll continue to be irrev- 
erent, provocative, and profound. This month, I 


shine my light of truth on the Clinton 
Administration’s absurd agenda on sex. These are 
people who are (surprise, surprise) lying to 
America, promising salvation in a latex condom. 
You will also be delighted to meet Star Parker, 
whose heartfelt conservatism is widespread in the 
black community — and is the wave of the 
future, though no one is pointing this out except 
me. And don’t miss my list of the biggest 
spenders in Congress, as well as the big laws 
they've decided they don’t have to obey. I also 
provide my 35 New Undeniable Truths of Life. It 
is brilliant and beautifully designed, suitable for 
any decor. So frame it — and then, my friends, 
learn it, love it, live it. 





“Dittos, Rush” 


From across the fruited plain 
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Well, I should have kno 
a long day and I was 
my paperwork and cray 
I told myself, “Well. 
at The Limbaugl 
reading it tome 
just arrived that 
I’m sure you kn 
the lertenia 
hour sta 








Are you sure your radio audience is 
only 20 million? | turned you off in the car to 
go into a kitchen shop. As the saleslady 
wrapped my gift in the rear of the store I 
heard your familiar voice. Then I went into 
my rental apartment to measure the kitchen 
for a new refrigerator and my law school 


| renter was tuned to “Rush Limbaugh” as he 
§ | crammed for his exams. I went to the mall and 
- |} absent salesperson had left a radio on the table 
- tuned to — guess who — Rush Limbaugh. All 


alked by a table full of flowers for sale. An 


this happened in one day! Rush, is there anyone 
who is vor listening to your 

4 — SUSAN SPRATLING, BIRMINGHAM, AL 
Thanks for your kind words! There are a. few EIB- 
hallenged areas — especially American universities 
= that aren't tuned in at the moment. But they 
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I am the starting outside linebacker on 
e Terrors, the Western Maryland College foot- 
il team. After winning the home opener this 
it Season, we went into a tailspin by losing six 
ur next seven games. Our offense was very 
— pass, pass, and pass some more. So for 
last two games, our coach went to the power- 
Mation and added a tight-end so that we 
7 run it down our opponents’ throats. In 
words, a conservative offense. My team- 
y and | decided for this to really work, we 
ed an assist from the Doctor of Democracy. 
| your integrity, wit, humor and sheer 
Bence ... you are unstoppable! So we got 
ity tattoos on our biceps: “dittohead.” We 
le last two games 37—28, and 20-3. 
m™ Owe it all to you. And we have a 
mew attitude about next season. 
Kin liberal ass. 

= Matr LECcoRCHICK, WESTMINSTER, MD 
anine! 
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EMEMBER WoopsTOockK? 

Basically you had thousands 

of middle class teenagers and 
college kids pretending to be 4 
bohemians, taking drugs, dancing 4 ~ 
around like mindless idiots and rut- 
ting in the mud. Believe it or not, 
there are actually people who are 
nostalgic for that strange and embar- 
rassing moment in hippie history. 

Many of them, my friends, are 
running the country. 

Yep, we have flower children in 
the White House. They tuned in, 
turned on, dropped out ... and 
resurfaced in the Clinton Cabinet. 
These are people who spent the for- 
mative years of their lives shouting 
“Make love, not war!” in public 
places, actually believing that 
what the world needs now is luv, sweet luv. 

I’m exaggerating, of course. But not by 
much. I remember these people, my 
friends. I studied them. These were the 
ones who loved the taste of revolution in 
the air, who longed to bring down 
America’s “corrupt” traditions and institu- 
tions (such as the military — and mar- 
riage). These were the ones who — while 
the rest of us were going about our lives, 
working, studying, dealing with reality — 
were organizing sit-ins to take over their 
college dean's office, demanding environ- 
mental wacko courses and co-ed dorms. 

Unfortunately for the rest of us, the col- 
lege deans capitulated. These kids, who in 
any other era would have been universally 
condemned and soundly disciplined, were 
catered to and coddled. They were told 
they were the best and the brightest, that 
the country’s hopes rested on them, that 
they were destined to make the world a 
better place. Worse, their cockamamie 
ideas about everything — politics, culture, 
drugs, sex, even foreign policy, for good- 
ness sake — were taken seriously. They 
were not treated as the ignorant miscreants 
they were but as “activists,” who were 
“working for change.” (Where have you 
heard that word lately?) Spare me. 

Their adolescent hormonal development 


was considered by themselves to be such a 
unique experience in the history of 
mankind that they convinced everyone 
else it was time for a sexual revolution. 
Well, why not? Every other stray impulse 
and appetite they had expressed had been 
enthusiastically indulged by permissive 
adults. So the old, noble ideas of freedom 
and love were torn from their traditional 
moorings of responsibility and morality to 
become “free love.” 

Make no mistake, my friends. “Free 
love” is the core operating social principle 
(so-called), the philosophical underpin- 
ning (such as it is), the central guiding 
ethic (as it were), of the aging anti-war 
protestors making public policy today. 
Which explains, among other things, the 
spectacle on your television, paid for by 
your taxes, of dancing condoms. 

Most normal Americans — that 
is, those who were never “activists,” but 
who have gone about the business of 
working, raising families, building their 
communities and neighborhoods — 
are puzzled by the latest televised 
offerings from the Clinton camp. They’re 
supposed to be AIDS-prevention public ser- 
vice announcements; but everyone 
calls them “condom ads.” 


And so they are. In the ad dubbed 


“Automatic,” a condom leaps out of a 
dresser drawer, hops cutely across the 
floor and jumps up to a couple in the 
throes of passion under the sheets. 
Health and Human Services Secretary 
Donna Shalala quite proudly pointed 
out that it is impossible to tell whether 
the lovemakers are heterosexual or 
homosexual. 

In “Turned Down,” a heterosexual 
couple is kissing in a darkened room. 
Clearly the next move is about to be 
made when she asks: “Did you bring 
it?” The guy replies: “Uh-uh. I forgot 
it.” She snaps: “Then forget it.” 
The narrator says: “Next time, 
don’t forget it, and every time 
make it part of the relationship.” 

“Tt,” of course, is a condom. What 
about an ad promoting the wedding ring as 
part of the relationship? Hmmm: 

But you won’ hear anything like that 
coming from this bunch. The Clinton 
Administration Sex Guide studiously 
avoids terms such as marriage, virtue, 
chastity, right and wrong. These people are 
loathe to proclaim one kind of behavior 
superior to another, one act good and 
another bad. (That would be judgmental, 
you see.) They much prefer to see sex as a 
wide array of “choices” or “options,” all 
equally fine and okey-dokey, all simply a 
matter of personal preference. Do your 
own thing, man. 


44 NE OPTION IS TO REFRAIN 
O from sexual activity, and 
that’s the most sure 

option, says AIDS Czarina Kristine 
Gebbie. (Notice she does not call 
it the right option.) Then she waves 
several condom packages and continues 
with markedly more enthusiasm: “If you 
choose to be sexually active, use one of 
these, a latex condom, consistently and 
correctly every time you have sex.” For 
months Gebbie kept the condom ads 


under wraps, so to speak, to avoid what 


she called “weird backlashes” — by, I 



























suppose, taxpayers who might question 
the sanity of an Administration cutting 
the military budget while spending 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to 
animate a condom. 

But it is Surgeon General Joycelyn 
(“it’s time to teach them what to do in 
the back seat”) Elders, condom queen, 
who best provides insight into the 
Administrations’s core beliefs about 
sex. | quote from an interview with 
Dr. Elders in The Lancet, the British 


medical journal: 


Q: What role do you think the reli- 
gious community could play in teaching 
sexuality to children? 


A: I think the religious commun- 
ity could be very, very powerful 
and very, very influential. They have the 
prestige and the acceptance and I feel 
that if they would stop trying to 
moralize the issues and educate our 
children then we could eradicate many 
of these problems. 


If they would stop trying to moralize the 
issues! Yeah, if only those annoying reli- 
gious people would quit talking about 
right and wrong, life would be peachy. 
“[Sex education] should be extremely 
comprehensive,” she says. “It should start 
in kindergarten. It should be taught 
every day, every year.” And she muses 
dreamily about her ideal world: “I see a 
time when every school will have school- 








based health services and will have a com- 
prehensive health education program, and 
condoms will be available to students who 
choose to use them.” 

My friends, this is strange. But I 
have for years poked fun at the 
bizarre obsession liberals have 
with condoms. They are so 
serious about them, 
so devoted to them, and 
they make such absurd 
claims about them, that 
I’ve been tweaking the 
liberal establishment for 
years in my 
condom up- 
dates. [ am 
convinced that 
the root (or rut) 
of liberals’ zeal to 
foist condoms on 
schoolkids — often against their parents’ 
wishes — can only be explained by a 
desire to remove the moral reproach from 
unrestrained sexual activity. 

No, say Gebbie and Shalala and Elders, 
we're not encouraging kids to engage in 
sex; were simply giving them the protec- 
tion they need to avoid death. We're 
saving lives, they claim, and anyone who 
disagrees is “handing kids a death sen- 
tence.” In an amazing irony, this line of 
bull allows liberals a pose of moral 
superiority while concocting a clearly 
amoral policy. 

And let’s just look, for a minute, at the 
“education” and “information” these peo- 
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ple are handing America about condoms. 

According to a 1992 study by Dr. 

Ronald F. Carey in the journal Sexually 

Transmitted Diseases, “leakage of 
HIv-sized particles through 

latex condoms was de- 
tectable for as many as 

29 of the 89 condoms 

used” in the test. This, 

my friends, is a 30 per- 
cent failure rate. If the 
condom is not used 
“correctly,” in Admini- 
stration language — or 

if it is stored, for 
example, in a wallet 
— the failure rate is 
considerably higher. 
The Centers for 

Disease Control 

dismisses this con- 

clusion. But C. M. 

Roland, editor of 
Rubber Chemistry and Technology, writes: 
“The rubber comprising latex condoms 
has intrinsic voids [for those of you in Rio 
Linda, that means “teeny tiny holes”] 
about 5 microns in size. Since this 1s 
roughly 10 times smaller than sperm, the 
latter are effectively blocked in ideal 
circumstances. Contrarily, the AIDS virus 
is only 0.1 microns in size. Since this is a 
factor of 50 smaller than the voids 
inherent in rubber, the virus can readily 
pass through the condom should it find 
such a passage.” 

This is information the Clinton 
Administration should be telling us, 
should it not? I think we need a printed 
caution on condom packages: Warning: 
The Surgeon General has determined that 
condoms have teeny tiny holes. 

So I hate to pop your balloons, 
Mss. Gebbie, Elders, and Shalala, but 
as AIDS prevention, condoms are a 
bust. Not that I would accuse anyone 
in the Clinton Administration of lying 
to America’s young people about a matter 
of life and death. (Although the little inci- 
dent of the defective condoms Dr. Elders 
admits she allowed her state to 

distribute when she was Clinton's 

director of the Arkansas department 
of health springs to mind.) 
The Administration spent so much 
effort on its TV ads promoting 
condoms that it apparently had 
no time to so much as mention 
the prime causes of AIDS: homosexual 
sex, intravenous drug use, sex 
with someone who does those things. I 


continued on page 15 
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According to Me 





From the Limbaugh Institute for Advanced Conservative Studies 


CONGRESSIONAL OVERSIGHT 


As we go to press, the Democrat-controlled Congress is continuing its 
reluctance to fully investigate a Democratic Administration. After the 
- appointment of Independent Counsel Robert Fiske to look into 
Whitewater and related matters, Republicans on Capitol Hill were 


roundly criticized for daring to press for a Congressional investigation. 
But oversight is Congress’ Constitutional duty — one it was very eager 
to perform when Republicans held the Executive Branch. Lets look at 
the record, as documented by the Congressional Research Service: 


CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATIONS OF ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALS OR FAMILY MEMBERS, 1981-1992 


1981 

¢ Investigation of CIA Director William Casey, “including the pro- 
priety of his private business dealings, previous government service, 
and circumstances surrounding the appointment of Max Hugel as 
Deputy Director of Operations.” 

1982 

¢ Hearing concerning “EPA private meet- 
ings with chemical industry representatives 
to discuss pending regulation.” 

¢ Hearing concerning “allegations of 
White House interference with EPA enforce- 
ment programs.” 

1983 

¢ Hearing to investigate charges of 
“improper intervention of Office of the Vice 
President” regarding OSHA rulemaking. 

¢ Hearing to investigate “the conduct of 
John Fedders (Dir., Enforcement Div, SEC) 
while employed by the Southland Corp. in 
an internal investigation into alleged compa- 
ny illegal payments.” 

1984 

¢ Report examining “unauthorized record- 
ing of telephone conversations by U.S. Information Agency Director 
Charles Wick.” 

¢ Joint hearings on the involvement of Hugh Reilly (Solicitor, 
National Labor Relations Board) “in private labor relations litigation 
after entering government service.” 

1985 

e Hearings on “alleged maintenance of so-called ‘blacklist’ of per- 
sons not desired for overseas speaking engagements.” 

e Hearings investigating “alleged improprieties involving Synthetic 
Fuels Corporation officials.” 

e Hearing examining “alleged conflict of interests and resignation of 
former Synthetic Fuels Corp. board member and president Victor 
Thompson, Jr.” 

1986 

¢ Hearing in which Robert Burford, Director, Bureau of Land 
Management, responded to “questions regarding conflict of interests 
issues relating to Burford family ownership of grazing permits.” 

¢ Investigation of Walter Lenahan, former Deputy Assistant 
Secretary, Textiles and Apparel, Department of Commerce, “regarding 
compliance with conflict of interest, post-employment, and foreign 
agent registration laws.” 

¢ Investigation of the role of the Justice Dept. in withholding EPA 


Instead of oversight 
on Whitewater, 
it appears this 


Congress would 1988 
prefer to overlook it. 





documents from Congress regarding “alleged mismanagement of the 
Superfund program.” 

¢ Hearing on “alleged influence peddling by former HUD officials.” 
1987 

¢ Compilation of “notes on interviews with various individuals 
relating to hearing and investigation into the activities of Michael K. 
Deaver and Associates.” 

¢ Hearing to examine “telephone contact 
between Joseph Wright, Jr. (Deputy 
Director, OMB) and the Economic 
Regulatory Administration ... involving 
charges of oil price control violations by two 
Wright family-owned firms.” 

¢ Report of the Congressional committees 
“investigating the Iran-Contra affair.” 


¢ Hearing “to investigate allegations that 
U.S. Ambassador to Switzerland, Faith 
Whittlesey, misused a gift fund and imple- 
mented inappropriate personnel policies.” 

e Hearing “to examine irregularities in the 
preparation and filing of 1985 personal 
financial disclosure reports by Attorney 
General Meese.” 

Ske” ~—-1989 
¢ Hearing to examine possible conflict of interest 
by former hud Assistant Secretary June Koch, specifically 
“her establishment of a consulting firm to represent U.S. business in 
the Soviet Union while a consultant to HUD on U.S.-Soviet housing 
and construction trade.” 
1990 

° Hearing “to review the resignations of two Justice Dept. officials 
during the independent counsel investigation of Attorney General 
Meese ... including possible role of Meese in securing government 
contracts for Wedtech Corp.” 

¢ Hearing on “Silverado failure; clarification of Neil Bush business 
relations with real estate developers [and] possible conflict of 
interest problems.” 

1992 

¢ Report on “investigation of ‘October Surprise’ allegations.” 

e Additional hearings on “allegations of interference in the rulemak- 
ing process by the Council on Competitiveness chaired by Vice 
President Quayle.” 

¢ Hearings on “alleged ethical transgressions by officials of the 
Christopher Columbus Quincentenary Commission.” 


mUGH 
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Folks, he who lives by the Congressional investigation, dies by the 
Congressional investigation. But instead of oversight on Whitewater, it 
appears this Congress would prefer to overlook it. As pressure for hear- 
ings mounted in early February, an anonymous House Democrat 


quoted in The Washington Times revealed Democratic damage-con- 
trol plans: to ‘make sure that Republicans are carefully managed on 
what they can ask about Whitewater.” Does the word stonewall come 
to mind? Hmmm? 











Folks, I was delighted to speak with 
one of the brightest lights of 
what could well be the coun- 
trys most significant current 
soctetal development (yet 
virtually unreported ... 

except by me): the black conserva- 

tive movement. She is Star 

Parker, a woman to watch: 


Star: You have a lot of 
Dittoheads here in L.A. There’s a 
whole bunch of us fighting for the 
same cause. 
Rush: We all take heat, but some of 
us take more heat than others — 
and I would say you are one of 
those because you're so against the mainstream. 
Star: Emerge magazine and Black Enter- 
tainment Television came out against us. 
Rush: I don’t understand it. And Larry 
King the other night. Now I heard it sec- 
ond-hand — I don’t watch his show 
much, and if it was on radio it’s impossi- 
ble to pick up. But somebody called him 
and asked about Project 21, the black 
conservative group youre involved in. 
He said he'd never heard of it, and when 
the caller explained, he said, “Oh, those are 
just a bunch of blacks who wish they were white.” 
Star: Can you believe that! 
Rush: That’s 
one of the most 
racist statements | 
can imagine some- 
one making, 
Star: Thank you. 
Rush: Yet he'll never be 
charged with making a racist 
statement, because he’s a liberal. 
Star: Well, I think ’m going to call him one. 
Rush: On my TV program I showed a clip of 
you during the recent Project 21 press confer- 
ence. It was brilliant —~ it was why I wanted 
to talk to you for my publication. You said, in 
essence: “We were so happy that finally there 
were black elected officials that we didn’t pay 
attention to what they were doing.” 
Star: We haven't held them accountable. There was 
such a struggle to get blacks in office that no one looked at 
their character — the very thing Dr. King stood for: “the con- 
tent of our character.” Now those same legislators align themselves 
with the extreme left, though that’s contrary to the essence of our 
community. We are very conservative, which is why I take offense 
at what Larry King said. We might vote Democrat — which I’m 
working on changing — but the mentality is very conservative. 
Rush: Why is it that some wine-and-brie-cheese, perfect clichéd 
liberal, someone on all the A party lists, can get away with saying 
that a black who articulates conservatism actually wants to be 





Rush: If too many blacks become self-reliant, 


self-sufficient, there's no need for Jesse 
Jackson making the case that they're 
oppressed; he’s out of a job. 







white? Do you want to be white? 
Star: No! It shows me just how 
entrenched the liberal agenda really is. 
Our legislators have sold us into a type 
of slavery and socialism that is almost 
unbreakable now. Yet as you say, we 
have major media figures iterating this type of 
information — which incidentally is contrary to 
the springboard for their multicultural agenda. 
Liberals are the racists, but they have been able to 
say that Republicans are racists for so long that to 
some it is synonymous with being Republican. 

I debated Jesse Jackson a couple of weeks ago on 
CNN, and just to see how it would go I threw out 
the names Bush and Reagan. I told him, “You've 
lied to our people. You tell us that nothing good 
came out of that era. You forget to tell us black 
business increased 40 percent under Reagan, and Bush appointed 
more blacks than anyone.” Well, he and this liberal woman on the 
program absolutely went off. It changed the direction of the show. 

The word on the street is that the way Jesse and all the black 
politicians on the left — which is most of them — make their 
money is they're supposed to do three things: Keep blacks voting 
Democrat; keep them ignorant to avoid stepping out of that 
Democratic line; and make Democrats look good in public. 
Rush: Well, you've nailed it. You've articulated the reason they 
tried to destroy Clarence Thomas. The giant civil rights coalitions 
of this country exist by virtue of the Democratic Party’s good 
graces. The deal is exactly what you said: Deliver as many black 
votes in any election to the Democratic candidate, and in 
exchange we'll give you a bit of a power base. But Jesse is running 
into trouble. He sold his soul to 
the Democratic Party, and now 
the party of Bill Clinton has 
rejected him. Yet Jesse’s still try- 
ing to impress those people. 
Star: Plus, their policies have 
backfired. Our community is in 
dire straits, and Jesse doesn’t 
know the solutions — that’s 
why now you see him coming out against gangsta rap. 

Rush: Star, he’s got to know! This is what’s so frustrating to those 
of us who are conservatives: everybody knows the fruits of self- 
reliance and rugged individualism and hard work are available to 


Star: It's that spirit of socialism. The same spirit in the white 
community is also in some blacks — which is amazing, because it 
would seem that socialism would be foreign to us. It seems that we 
would have a drive for capitalism. But that drive has been sup- 
pressed and Jesse continues to suppress it by promoting more 
socialism. I went to the seminar he just had in Washington D.C. A 
couple of people brought up the idea of self-help, and he actually 
had the audacity to say, “When we talk about self-help, let’s not 
confuse it with the same self-help our enemy uses.” Our enemy?! 
Self-help is self-help! After our debate on CNN, I had confronted 
him about his fighting us on school choice. He has to realize that 
vouchers would be a solution to some of the problems in urban 
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America. He told me, “Well, we won.” I said, “But our communi- 
ty took a loss. You sold out our own people.” He said, “So? We 
won.” That's what he told me; looked me in my eyes. He’s fallen, 
he’s gone, he doesn’t represent our community. I think he knows 
he doesn't; the people know he doesn’t; but he also knows he has 
the media spotlight — who’s going to pull down Jesse Jackson? 
Rush: Exactly. And who’s going to cover you guys, except me? 
Star: That's true, too. All the media showed up at the Project 21 
press conference. But did they dare print it? No way. 

Rush: That’s why we put it on Tv. We couched it in these terms: 
“Here's something you will never, ever see on network television 
——~ but you should.” 

Star: And the people responded. 

Rush: Star, there’s a logical answer. If too many blacks become 
self-reliant, self-sufficient, there’s no need for Jesse Jackson making 
the case that they're oppressed; so he’s out of a job. 

Star: So are a whole lot of other people, because socialism is 
thriving in urban America. It’s big business — from welfare work- 
ers all the way to the top. Here’s where I have a real problem with 
Jesse Jackson and the civil rights organizations: they don’t realize 
the black community is so dependent now on government. Nearly 
65 percent of black people work for some form of government. 
Rush: They realize it. They want it. 

Star: The problem with it is: Government's broke! What are we 
going to do now, given that we have not built an economic base? 
We now have no avenue to provide jobs for our young people — 
so the NAACP cries for affirmative action quotas. 

Rush: Do you think America is out of opportunity? 

Star: No, of course not! 

Rush: Why not? 

Star: Why not?! I’m a living witness that it’s not. Capitalism 
doesn’t run out. Ideas are always fresh and new. 

Rush: So there are enormous opportunities in America. 

Star: You know it! 

Rush: You were on CNN today and said that, and some gangsta 
rappers really lit into you. 

Star: They did, but you know what? 
They know they’re lying. See, Rush, I 
used to live on welfare. And I know the 
system. Those people are working. You 
do hair, you do nails, you do whatever 
your God-given talent is. You're doing it any- 
way — youre just not reporting the income. 
All I’m saying is, Make your business legit. 
What we haven't told our people is that they 

can start their own businesses. Entrepreneur- 

ship works for everybody. They think that white businesses started 
big. And Jesse and the rest of them don’t explain that McDonald’s 
didn’t start with a chain; it started with one hamburger flipper. 

But they don't want that. They don’t want minimum wage. 
“That's not good enough. You have to give us more.” They want 
to increase the minimum wage, and they don’t understand that 
this will hurt our very own black businesses — it keeps companies 
like my own from being able to hire somebody. 

Rush: What is your company? 

Star: I publish a magazine called NFTA. In fact, it’s a true example 
of capitalism. I got off welfare to start this magazine. Didn’t have a 
dime in my pocket. Nine years ago I went to a couple of pastors 
and said, “I have this idea. Would you advertise in my magazine if 
I print it?” They said yes; I did; they do. We print 10,000 books. I 
go to 100 churches here, just drop them off free. I’ve got local 
business people advertising in it. The people patronize them, they 
do well, they keep advertising with me — it’s a living. And it sure 
beats welfare. Ninety percent of my advertisers are black. Actually, 


to the top. 


Star: So are a whole lot of other people, 


because socialism is thriving in 
urban America. It’s big business — 
from welfare workers all the way 






I’m starting to crack over into the other side because I’ve taken a 
very conservative approach. That was not anything deliberate. 

A woman debating me with Jesse said, “Oh, somebody 

taught you this stuff.” No — I just studied the Bible. 

Rush: That's great you gor it out of the Bible, but 

so what if somebody had taught you? It worked. 

This whole concept that people who teach you 

how to succeed are enemies is frightful. 

Star: Isn’t it? And in our community it’s even 
worse. When someone is accomplished, well, 
look what they did to Clarence Thomas. 
They're doing it all over the place. If people 
are successful but their thinking may be 
conservative, they're not heroes, they're not role 
models in our community. 

Rush: Is there as much racism in this country as some 
say there is? 

Star: If someone asked me straight out, Is America 
racist? I'd have to say no. Rush, America offers op- 
portunity for anybody. J don’t care where you are 
or who you are. Even if you say, “People of 
another culture or another color or another sta- 
tus don’t like me,” they can’t stop you from 
being successful. The opportunity is there. 
You can work in your own community. | 
didn't have to go outside the community. 
If there was a racist environment out 
there, waiting to keep me back, I didn’t 
know about it. And now I’ve reached 
the point where I have something 
those outside the community need. I have 
a target market. I can deliver to them 30,000 
conservative Christian black people, and that’s a 

market for them to sell their products to. Capi- 

talism doesn’t have any racial boundaries. We 

bind ourselves up in that. Those rappers tried to 

tell me, “This is a 

racist country, there’s 

no opportunity.” When 

you can go to school, 

and it’s free, J don’t 

understand this “racism 

keeps me back” stuff. 

Rush: It has polluted 
education; that’s what 
multiculturalism is 

all about. There are exceptions, but it basically 

takes young American kids who happen to be 

black and teaches them America is full of injus- 

tice to them and they're not going to make it. 

Star: I know. Liberal thinking is everywhere. 

Now I have two girls, and I tell them what it takes to 

be successful in life. But after the L.A. riot, they had to 

witness our legislators and some pastors coming out to pro- 

tect the criminals. They watched me struggle to piece my little 
business back together. I had employees, young men who go to 
Bible study Wednesday nights, who had never been in a gang or 
taken drugs all their lives, and I had to let them go. My daughters 
watched me have to fire them because I could no longer keep 
them on, while Congresswoman Maxine Waters is running gang- 
sters out to Washington, patting them on the back, telling them 
how they're victims of society ... Jesse Jackson is saying “desperate 
people do desperate things” after they burned down our neighbors. 
The Koreans were supplying our communities with goods and ser- 
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vices that no one else was. Yet they burned them down, and then 
justified it. What message does this send to my daughters? What 
education is my teenager getting from this madness? 

Rush: What is Project 21? Whose idea is it, and what do you 
hope to accomplish? 

Star: I think it was originated by the National Center for Public 
Policy Research. Most of the people involved were doing things in 
their own lives, like myself, like the director, Raynard Jackson. All 
of us have been doing things in our communities to make changes 
— conservative changes. I forget how they met me. 

Rush: Star, I think they met you because you shine so bright you 
cant be ignored. I don’t think they met you, I think they were 
atfected by you. 

Star: Well, I think I know what it was. The 
Washington Times did an article that said I had 
come off welfare, and now I disdained it. So 
Project 21 asked if I wanted to write a piece on 
welfare reform and cultural dependency. They 
told me some conservative blacks were submitting 
to a special report to counter the Urban League’s 
annual report about the state of black America. 
All their report does is recommend more govern- 
ment, complain how bad you guys have treated 
us, how we're victims and need more socialism. 

I think the strategy for Project 21 is just now 
being developed. But what that press conference 
did, Rush, was give us a national spotlight. We've 
come together, we've said these are some alterna- 
tives — which happen to be some of the same 
things conservatives have been saying for years. 
Rush: Is the mainstream media paying attention 
to Project 21? 

Star: Not in a positive way. BET (Black Enter- 
tainment Television) said, “Their office is being 
run by some white boy, they’re racists, someone 
told them to say all this stuff.” And they really 
think it’s discrediting. But I don’t think it is. 
There are people like me all over the country. 
Many realize there’s such a dryness in urban 
America now. People are looking for real solu- 
tions, and there is a general move to turn our 
backs on what we call “leadership.” They're get- 
ting old, their ideas are tired, they haven’t worked. 
We're looking back at 30 years of this. 

Rush: After 30 years of voting for the Democratic Party, with all 
their promises, | would think somebody would say, “Wait a min- 
ute! We are going backward. Our people don’t have enough educa- 
tion, our people don't have jobs, our people don’t have decent 
places to live. We have depended on the Democrats to give us all 
these things and it hasn’t worked.” If I were a mainstream black 
person in this country, | would be livid at the people who've been 
telling me that the promised land is with a vote for that party. 
Star: But here’s the dilemma. Where do we go? The Republicans 
haven't said, Come over here, youre welcome. 

Rush: Who in the Republican party needs to say that? 

Star: You know, you're right — I don’t even know. Pat Buchanan 
recently had me speak at one of his meetings. When I told some 
pastors here, they said, “I don’t think I like him much — he’s a 
racist.” I asked, “What has he ever said that’s racist?” They couldn't 
pinpoint anything. But this is how the media has labeled 
Republicans, so there’s a fear there. 

Rush: Conservatism is not comprised of racists. Conservatism is 
an intellectual, thoughtful view of things, not based on the emo- 
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Liberals are 
the racists, but 
they have been 
able to say that 
Republicans are 

racists for so 


long that to 
some it is 
synonymous 
with being 
Republican. 
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tions as liberalism is, and it therefore has to be examined that way. 
Star: But listen to what Larry King says about black conserva- 
tives, “They're just trying to be white.” Trying to be white? Why 
would I ever attempt to? I’m no Michael Jackson. But for many 
there’s a real pull between color and conservatism, because you 
don't want to be labeled disloyal to your color. That's very difficult. 
Rush: But a vote is a private thing. 

Star: It isn’t. Not with our people it isn’t, Rush. 

Rush: How? Do they follow you into the voting booth? 

Star: No, but there’s misinformation. There are a large number 
of people who really don’t know that if you're a registered 
Democrat you can vote for a Republican. Some people out here 
want to run me for office. They said, “We might 
have to run you as a Democrat.” My response was, 
“Then it’s not time yet.” There is no way I'll put 
the label Democrat on myself, even to get an 
office seat. 

Rush: Besides, if you were a Democrat, you 
wouldn't be interviewed by The Limbaugh Letter, 
because you'd be considered a fraud. 

Star: Fraud is the right word. We put a person in 
Congress. He's a Christian, and he said, “I’ve got 
to run as a Democrat to win.” Sure enough, he’s a 
real Democrat. That brother got in and the first 
thing he did was vote against Christian principles. 
He sold us out. But I’m confident change will 
come. I’ve gotten so many calls, especially since 
you aired the Project 21 clip. I get white calls, I 
get black calls. I got a call from this professor. I 
could tell by what he said he’s not running with a 
conservative crowd — yet his ideas are conserva- 
tive. And it’s just a matter of letting him know, 
“Hey, you're thinking like a Republican anyway... 
may as well be one.” So it’s just a matter of time. 
Rush: There will be times when you think you're 
winning and people say, “Nah, you're not.” Don’t 
listen to those voices. 

Star: No, we're winning. And I really appreciate 
your honesty because sometimes it seems hard, the 
things you say, especially when blacks are 
involved, and I’ve heard some of your callers call 
you names. I say to myself, No, somebody’s got to 
say it. And because we dare not cross the silent 
code line, I’m glad somebody's crossing it, and not afraid to be 
labeled a racist. They're going to call you that anyway. You need to 
know that you have friends out here. Everybody is not a Jesse, a 
Farrakhan, or a Chavis. Every black doesn’t live by BET. 

Rush: If it weren't for the media propping these people up, they 
would not Ge leaders. 

Star: And even that’s changing, Rush. I’m getting media atten- 
tion because of crime. White liberals are afraid. That monster they 
created in their socialist lab has gone crazy on them, and it is 
racist. They don’t know what to do about their liberalism; it has 
backfired on them. So the black conservative voice is getting a lit- 
tle more on the media. They can’t go after white conservatives be- 
cause they would have to admit they'd been wrong all these years. 
Rush: Let me tell you something —- you have more friends 
around this country than you know, and don’t ever forget it. 

Star: I wont forget it, Mr. Limbaugh. God bless you. 





You can write to Star Parker at NFTA, 6033 W Century Bld., 
Suite 400, Los Angeles, CA 90045 or call 1-800-900-1618. 
To reach Project 21 call 202-543-0753. 
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Cultural Analysis from the Cultural Icon 





_ You may think it strange, my friends, that in my cutting-edge publication I have chosen 
to showcase an old book written by some Austrian-born economist. But — outside of my 


own bestsellers —- there is no more essen- 
tial text than this one. 

Exactly fifty years ago, in 1944, 
Friedrich A. Hayek published the little 
tome with the odd title. His sentences 
were thoughtful, a bit academic, quiet 
in tone. The book as a whole is demand- 
ing reading: It requires concentration, 
intellectual honesty — and a willingness 
to sit still while deeply cherished as- 
sumptions of the modern age are chal- 
lenged. No, not just challenged; 
annibilated. For this is one of the most 
unrelenting and fearless books ever writ- 
ten, and I am not exaggerating when I 
claim it changed the course of history. 


half century ago, Hayek’s 
book was published to the 
outrage of many American 
intellectuals, who were — 
as intellectuals everywhere 
} are — lovers of socialism. 
They recognized immediately that Hayek 
was a great threat. And they were correct. 
For he looked square into the dark heart of 
socialism, and he put a stake in it. 

Hayek did not bother to take issue with 
the details of their pet policies or argue 
with their politics. He attacked their 
socialism head on, on its own terms, as an 
ideal that promised social and economic 
equality. He laid out its inescapable practi- 
cal consequences, its certain historical out- 
come. Using logic and evidence from 
world experience, he showed that socialism 
begins the journey to tyranny. 

Hayek recognized the link between the 
central planners and the dictators; he had 
seen the socialists in Germany and the 
Nazis who followed. It was Hayek’s thesis 
that one led inevitably to the other. 

His point was this. Human beings are 
simply not going to behave as the planners 
want them to. Left to their own devices, 
people will do what's best for themselves 
and for their own families. Individual 
desires and personal decisions are never 
going to follow The Plan. So what’s a 
socialist to do? There are two options: 
Propaganda first — and then, ultimately, 
coercion. In the end, individual desires 
and personal decisions become illegal. 








Hayek was convinced that many social- 
ists were well-meaning. Their motives 
were noble. They were, simply, wrong — 
dangerously wrong. They themselves may 
have been loathe to coerce others; but they 
set up a system of centralized control and 
concentrated power that ruthless individuals 
had no scruples exploiting. “By uniting in 
the hands of some single body power for- 
merly exercised independently by many, 
an amount of power is created infinitely 
greater than any that existed before, so 
much more far-reaching as almost to be 
different in kind,” he wrote. 

A politician (or his wife) may only want 
to help you by setting up a government 
health alliance, but consider carefully, 
America, to whom you grant the power of 
life and death. Hayek warns: “There is, in 
a competitive society, nobody who can 
exercise even a fraction of the power which 
a socialist planning board possesses.” 

Democracy is an obstacle to such a sup- 
pression of freedom. The Founding 
Fathers’ genius was precisely this, locating 
power in the citizenry, and limiting it in 
the state — protecting the individual 
from the brutality that could be wielded, 
unchecked, by government. Hayek asks: 
“Who can seriously doubt that the power 
which a millionaire, who may be my 
employer, has over me is very much less 
than that which the smallest bureaucrat 
possesses who wields the coercive power of 
the state?” No one who has had a run-in 
with the IRS will doubt Hayek’s words. 
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One of the greatest dangers, he says, is 
the temptation to believe there is some 
middle way, a combination of freedom 
and central planning. Hayek says there is 
no such thing — “though nothing seems 
at first more plausible, or is more likely to 
appeal to reasonable people.” Socialism 
and individual freedom cannot coexist. 

But Americans are no longer taught 
about freedom. Almost an entire genera- 
tion has no idea where it comes from, 
what it means, how precious it is, and how 
fragile. They have been seduced by those 
who claim it is not freedom that matters 
but security; it is not freedom that matters 
but fairness; it is not freedom that matters 
but universal access to entitlements. 

This sad ignorance permits the phrases 
“managed competition” and “economic 
justice” to be spoken aloud without being 
greeted by the derision they deserve. “In 
democracies,” wrote Hayek, “the majority 
of people still believe that socialism and 
freedom can be combined. They do not 
realize that democratic socialism, the great 
utopia of the last few generations, is not 
only unachievable but that to strive for it 
produces something utterly different — 


the very destruction of freedom itself.” 


et how often are conserva- 
tives — those of us who 
want to preserve the free 
market and protect individ- 
ual liberties — scolded that 
we should put aside parti- 
sanship, cease our ideological opposition 
to the social tinkerers, stop gridlock, and 
follow the “new Democrats” who have 
come up with a middle way between com- 
petition and central planning. It should be 
obvious to a reader of Hayek that those 
who long for industrial policy, managed 
competition, and a government health 
plan cannot obtain these things without 
great cost: your freedom. 

It is impossible to read this book with- 
out thinking of Bill and Hillary Clinton 
and their little band of leftists. But noth- 
ing is more striking than this passage: 

“The most effective way of making people 
accept the validity of the values they are to serve 

is to persuade them that they are really the same 

as those they have always held, but which were 

not properly understood or recognized before. 

And the most efficient technique to this end is 

to use the old words but change their meaning. 

Few traits of totalitarian regimes are at the same 

time so confusing to the superficial observer 

and yet so characteristic of the whole intellectu- 


al climate as this complete perversion of lan- 
guage.... Collectivism means the end of truth.” 
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~The Road 
to Serfdom 


Hmm. [’ll remember 


. that as I make a “con- 


tribution” on April 15. 
At the core of the 
socialist mindset is a 
contempt for individu- 
alism. The word itself 
is used as a pejorative, 
says Hayek, equating it 
with egotism and self- 
ishness. It isn’t true. 
The individualism that 
underlies capitalism is 
characterized by the 
respect for the individ- 


ual; “the recognition of | 


his own views and 
tastes as supreme in his 
own sphere, and the 
belief that it is desirable 
that men should devel- 
op their own individual 


gifts and bents.” Hayek | 


credits the individualist 


tradition with nothing | 


less than building Wes- 
tern civilization. Con- 
trast this to Clinton’s 
depiction of the 1980s, 
when rugged individu- 


alism and the pursuit of | 


excellence flourished, as 
the “decade of greed.” 
Hayek details the in- 
sidious 
which socialism creeps 
into society, with the 
piece-by-piece erosion 
of personal liberties 
barely noticed until it is 


too late. And the loss of | 


freedom is more diffi- 
cult to perceive when it 
is, inevitably, redefined. 
“To the great apostles 
of political freedom,” 
said Hayek, “the word 
meant freedom from 
coercion, freedom from 


the arbitrary power of | 


other men, release from 
the ties which left the 
individual no choice 
but obedience to the 
orders of a superior to 
whom he was attached. 
The new freedom 
promised [by social- 
ists], however, was to 
be freedom from neces- 
sity, release from the 
compulsion of the cir- 
cumstances which inev- 


process by | 





itably limit the range of choice of all of 
us.” (Does the Clinton health security card 
ring any bells?) The “new freedom” was 
actually a demand for the redistribution of 
wealth: A propaganda weapon promising 
the Road to Freedom — to entice hapless 
citizens along the Road to Servitude. 

When the sole aim is “the good of the 
whole,” or some other vague, noble- 
sounding goal like “the general welfare,” 
morality is over; every behavior can be jus- 
tified. Everything is permissible “once you 
admit that the individual is merely a 
means to serve the ends of the higher enti- 
ty called society.” 

But something happens to people when 
they choose this route. Call it selling the 
soul, a deal with the devil: a kind of rot 
makes such a person “prepared to break 
every moral rule he has ever known.” 
Hayek explains this is why socialism can’t 
work with nice guys in charge. “The 
unscrupulous are likely to be more success- 
ful in a society tending toward totalitarian- 
ism. The leader must collect around him a 
group which is prepared voluntarily to 
submit to that discipline which they are to 
impose by force upon the rest of the peo- 
ple.” Unscrupulous? Immoral? Well, what 
difference does that make? None, my 
friends — unless character matters. 


. ccording to this brilliant and 
timeless book, it is private 
property and competition 
(unmanaged) that are the 
guarantors of freedom. Per- 
2 ee ©” sonal liberty to pursue eco- 
nomic activity, profit, and charity at one’s 
own discretion, not compulsory “com- 
passion” through confiscatory taxation. 

But can you imagine some university 
armchair Marxist reading a defense of 
profit, property, and competition? Those 
are the very things wrong with American 
society! Those are the things we must pro- 
tect children from! Especially competition 
— we have to get rid of spelling bees! 

But the Marxists are wrong. Profit is not 
greed. Property is not selfishness. Com- 
petition is not mean-spiritedness. These 
are precisely what unleash human ingenu- 
ity and productivity — without coercion. 

All over the world, Hayek has been 
proven right, as socialist experiments have 
collapsed in failure. Country after country 
is throwing off the grim chains of central 
planning and state control. But in 





| America, socialism’s seduction continues. 


Many Americans, disturbed by the 
direction of the country, think they are 
powerless to affect it. But if you have 
learned nothing else from what I have 


done, learn this: the 
truth is unstoppable. 

I told you that many 
intellectuals hated this 
book. But the volume 
has been read and di- 
gested by countless 
ordinary people. Its 
ideas were widely dis- 
cussed, and under- 
stood, in 1944, Hayek 
sowed the seeds that 
bloomed in thousands 
of hearts and minds. 

When my friend 
Thomas Sowell asked 
Hayek before his death 
if he was optimistic or 
pessimistic about the 
future, Hayek was sur- 
prised. “Optimistic, of 
course!” In his cover 
story on The Road to 
Serfdom in Forbes, So- 
well details the power 
of Hayek’s words: 

Today, think tanks de- 


voted to free market 
ideas can be found 
from the Hoover Insti- 
tution in California to 
the Heritage Founda- 
tion, Cato Institute, 
and American Enter- 
prise Institute in Wash- 
ington, the Manhattan 
Institute in NY and the 
Private Sector Organi- 
sation of Jamaica to the 
Center for Independent 
Studies in Australia. 
Milton Friedman has 
become a household 
word and Rush Lim- 
baugh a social phenom- 
enom unto himself.” 


Amen! My friends, 
have told you that my 
goal is the destruction 
of liberalism as a domi- 
nant force. We have 
many weapons: inspira- 
tion, humor, good 
cheer. But the most 
important is the truth. 
The left still hates these 
ideas on freedom. 50 
years ago, Hayek beat 
the socialists back. 
They may not realize it, 
but they are about to 
be defeated again. 


—_— 


You can obtain The Road to 
Serfdom through the Univer- 
sity of Chicago Press, 312-568- 
1550 or Laissez Faire Books, 
1-800-326-0996. So get to it. 
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Many people say | need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — | AM... 








_ restrictions on Alte ahd in July to please oe ro C less th 
the environmental wackos, the price of lum- ok o the 1 







ber has increased 69 percent. _ 
~~ okandon Lengths, a lumber inistey wade _ 
publication, says the price of lumber rose to _ 
a record $510 per 1000 board feet in — 
December. It takes about 10,000 of those _ 
board feet to build your typical single-family © 


| house. That adds about $4000 to the cost of 
a 2000-square-foot home for you and your 


7 _middle- class family. I’m sure a spotted ' 


lee tvs, stereos, aud doer le nic 
gadgets because tax increases will ae 
your pocketbook. - _. | 
_ So you see, ee Ree did | put you 
first. First in line to go broke with his. civ 
ronmental wacko, get-even-with-’em tax-__ 


and-spend policies. oe feel better now? | 
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No HONOR AMONG LIBERALS 

According to The Northwest 
Arkansas Morning News, chil- 
dren who achieve academic 
success in at least one Arkansas 
school district can no longer 
have their names placed on the 
honor roll — without their 
parents permission. Some par- 
ents complain that publishing 
the names would be an inva- 
sion of privacy. Stupid, right? 
The second reason is even 
dumber. Other parents com- 
plain that children who didn't 
make the cut (a little Bobbit 
lingo, there) would feel undue 
pressure and stress if their 
names were not published. So 
parents now have to give per- 
mission for their kids’ names to 
be placed on the honor roll ... 
to save the self-esteem of kids 
who don’t achieve. 

Here we have a typical liber- 
al solution. If not everyone can 
be on the honor roll ... get rid 
of the honor roll! We must 
have equality of results, even if 
that means all students are 
equally mediocre. Welcome to 


the dumbing down of America. 


PosiTIVE IMAGE? 

When the NAACP’sS 1994 
Image Awards ceremony was 
held recently in Pasadena, 
Calif., the National Political 
Congress of Black Women 
accused the group of sexism for 
not withdrawing a nomination 
from rap artist Tupac Shakur. 
Shakur is facing two counts of 
ageravated assault for shooting 
at two off-duty police officers 
in Atlanta last October, and is 
accused of pinning down a 
woman during a sexual attack 
in a New York City hotel two 
weeks later. Dionne Warwick 
complains that Tupac is out of 

















control ... and so is the NAACP 
for nominating him for the 
award, which is supposed to 
honor black performers for 
positive screen or stage images. 

NAACP Executive Director 
Benjamin Chavis, always ready 
to tell a TV camera that some 
conservative is sexist or racist, 
was unavailable for comment. 
NAACP spokesman Don Rojas 
said that withdrawing the nom- 
ination would “violate the 
nomination process.” Oh, real- 
ly? Where was the NAACP when 
Clarence Thomas's nomination 
process was violated? 


KNIFE POINTS 

While on the school bus, a 
Pennsylvania seventh-grader 
held a girl at knifepoint and 
threatened to cut her throat. He 
was suspended from school. But 
the youth, identified only as RJS, 
says the suspension is “unfair.” 
He has filed a lawsuit in Mont- 
gomery County Court contend- 
ing that the suspension violated 
his constitutional rights. RJS 
wants the court to lift the sus- 
pension, stop expulsion pro- 
ceedings — and to award him 
$40,000 in damages. The inci- 
dent would not have happened, 
according to the teen, if the 
school district had diagnosed his 
learning disability. 

Knife item two. Officials in 
Chilton County, Alabama were 
stunned by two fatal stabbings 
there, both following domestic 
disputes. They are calling for 
— and this was inevitable, folks 
— “knife control.” Investigator 
Jesse Payne says: “Knives can be 
just as deadly as guns, and 
they're a lot easier to find.” No 
kidding, Sherlock! But he’s got 
a point. How many people are 
licensed to sell knives in this 
country? Thousands, I'll bet. 
There are probably more 
licensed knife dealers than gas 
stations. No doubt they’re sell- 
ing knives out of the trunks of 
their cars. We need a 15-day 
waiting period for knife owner- 
ship! We need higher fees 
imposed on those who sell 
knives! And most of all, we 
need Joycelyn Elders to tell us 
how to make safer knives! 


THE CoLin FERGUSON 


SCHOLARSHIP | 


Folk. a Ho tvanonal breakthrough to 


_ help the youth of our country has been 
devised by Florida A&¢M University, and 


don’t be surprised if it shows up soon at col- _ 


~ leges all around the country. Teenagers with 


__ REPRINTED WITH SPECIAL PERMISS| 


ed bale. woman rages. 
Ignoring me! I can’t take it any more!” So 
after a oe of putting up with such an 


criminal records will now be eligible for col- 
lege scholarships — in honor of Martin 
___ luther King Jr. — See according to | 
_ University President Frederick Humphries, it 
will send a ae to the one ies to 
“stop the violence.” 


| know what you re © thinking Scholarships 


Ors 
nod 


| Way ae ty JOE VE Ye 


ee the sunderachicvers. ae 


: ats Pe liberalism. 








es eae 


are supposed reward those who excel, 


and work hard ... they’ re supposed to 
reward people foe competing well and 
succeeding. Wrong-o. [hese scholarships __ 
will go to teen- ane ae who have 
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Fighting crime! 


LIBERAL RECIPE FOR GROWTH 


Los Angeles needs jobs. So let's stimulate 
the economy the liberal way. _ 

First, you business owners out there: 
we ll make you increase the minimum 
wage to $9.00 an hour. We'll make you 
give family leave with pay. We'll make 
you pay all your employees’ health care 


“<7 Be - ‘ceed 71It Ley DOME 


“Another: A Aen ero. personal _ 
ie is in shambles, with the sordid | 
details splashed all over TV and the tabloids. - 
No, I don’t mean Michael Jackson. ’m _ 
talking - about Dick Tracy. Tribune 

_ Media Services, the cartoons syndicator, _. 
announced recently that Dick’s wife is 
___ tired of being a police widow, and so she - 
_ Paes to file for ee _. 


ae generate publicity. B 
Mike Kilian, who writes th, 
_didnt go [ar enough. There’ 


_ could have develop. 


- would have truly meant Dick’s 
= Tess Trueheart stumbles into th 


comic ao 


” AGL» eet wef, 















eee te he ek 


been more in line Syith che. 










bills and mental health care bills and : 
dental bills. Well make you retrofit __ 
your plant to adhere to more clean air _ 
regulations, more OSHA regulations, more _ 
regulations to accommodate handicapped _ 
employees — even if you don’t have any. 
We'll make you provide day care for ae 
your employees’ children. _ 
Now, go out and hire! 
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“We are in a —whew — winter terrible 
situation here in. What can the — what 
— you cant — you have a lot of power, 
but you can’t do anything about ice 
storms; you can't do anything about 
zero degrees. What — what...” 
— LARRY KING TO PRESIDENT CLINTON 
ON “LARRY KING LIVE” 
News flash! A liberal acknowledges the 


limits of government! 


“I always wing it.” — Larry KING, AP 
No kidding. 


“The Fornigate charges, if true, would 
make the President seem all too 
pathetically ordinary.” — FRANK RICH, 
COLUMNIST, IN JHE NEW YORK TIMES 
Interesting definition of “ordinary” in 
The New York Times lexicon. 


“As long as the peccadilloes remain 
within reason, the American people will 
have great tolerance for a President who 


has not only seen the sunshine of Oxford, 


but the dusky Dunkin’ Donuts of the 


soul.” — JOE KLEIN, COLUMNIST, IN NEWSWEEK 


Interesting definition of “within reason” 
in the Newsweek lexicon. 


“A liberal bias? I don’t know what a 
liberal bias is. Do you mean do we care 
about the poor, the sick and the 
maimed? Do we care whether people 
are being shot every day on the streets 
of America? If that’s being liberal, so 
be it. I think it’s everything that’s good 
in life that we do care. And also for the 
solutions, we seek solutions and we 
do think that we are all responsible 
for what happens in this country.” 
— HELEN THOMAS, ON C-SPAN'S 
“JOURNALISTS ROUNDABLE” 
Heaven help this country. 





Stupid Quotes 


Folks, | don’t make this stuff up 
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“This was public rape. What Romano did 
was place me in a position of a raped 
woman so that he had me where he want- 
ed me. All women are hurt by this.” 

— CATHARINE MACKINNON, QUOTED IN 7HE 
WASHINGTON POST, RESPONDING TO NEGATIVE 
REVIEW OF HER BOOK “ONLY WORDS” BY CARLIN 
ROMANO IN THE NATION. 

Some advice on responding to a negative 
review, my dear Ms. MacKinnon: Smile 
and take it like a man. 


“This was a hostile piece of mail, and 
the fact that it wasn’t intentionally sent 
to me doesn't make it any less hostile.” 

— Mary SLADEK, NATIONAL SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION STAFFER AFTER RECEIVING A MISDI- 
RECTED E-MAIL STORY FROM A COLLEAGUE USING 

MATHEMATICAL TERMS, SUCH AS: “HEARING A 
COMMON FRACTION BEHIND HER, POLLY NOMIAL 
ROTATED AND SAW CURLI APPROACHING WITH HIS 
POWER SERIES EXTRAPOLATED.” REPORTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
Looks as if Ms. Sladek has been attacked 


by the lowest common denominator. 


“If I really came out and talked I could 
have stopped NAFTA.” — HEIDI FLEISs, 
QUOTED IN VANITY FAIR 

We're relieved you're a true proponent of 
free trade, Ms. Fleiss. Or should I call you 
Madam? 


“T’ve been naked on stage. I’ve been 
naked on magazine covers. I’m naked 
whenever I have sex. I might as well get 
naked again.” — ANTHONY KIEDIS, LEAD 
SINGER OF THE RED HOT CHILI PEPPERS, IN 
CLINTON’S ADMINISTRATION’S $800,000 AD 
CAMPAIGN PROMOTING CONDOM USE, AS 
REPORTED IN THE WASHINGTON TIMES. 
THE AD WAS LATER PULLED. 

A shining example, folks, of your tax 
dollars at work. 
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“T love my body. I love every part of my 
body. I love my genitals.” — BILL Press, 
CALIFORNIA DEMOCRATIC PARTY STATE CHAIR- 
MAN, DURING HIS WEEKLY KFI RADIO SHOW ON 
THE SUBJECT OF NUDITY ON TV, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
A shining example, folks, of a 


Democrat at work. 


“Clinton says he has learned one thing 
in the presidency — his words count.” 
— WHITE HOUSE REPORTER HELEN THOMAS, UPI 
We'll see. 


“I want to finish the job I have begun. I 
know what needs to be done because 
I’ve done it before.” — MARIO Cuomo, 

ANNOUNCING PLANS TO SEEK A FOURTH TERM AS 
GOVERNOR OF NEW YORK, QUOTED IN 7HE 
WASHINGTON POST 
Hold onto your wallets, folks. 


“So on April the 15th, the American 
people will discover the truth about what 


we did last year on taxes.” — BILL CLINTON, 
STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS 
Precisely! 


“Dont hurry back. I'll still be screwing 
up when you get back.” — BILL CLINTON TO 
NBC WHITE HOUSE CORRESPONDENT ANDREA 
MITCHELL WHILE SHE WAS RECUPERATING FROM 
SURGERY, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON POST 
No comment. 


“The most important thing to me and the 
most important thing to the American 
people is I’m completely relaxed about this 
because I didn’t do anything wrong except 

I made a bad business deal.” — BILL 
CLINTON, ON THE WHITEWATER AFFAIR, AP 
Were about to hane nt 
economy to these peot 


pull offen / 























Measured by the cost of the bills they've sponsored or co-sponsored, here are the — 
100 biggest spenders in the 103rd Congress, as tracked by the National Taxpayers Union: 





Charles Rangel 
Carrie P. Meek 
Bobby L. Rush 
Robert C. Scott 
Ronald V. Dellums 
Ron de Lugo 

Nydia M. Velazquez 
9. Maxine Waters 

10. Lane Evans 

11. John Conyers 

12. Edolphus Towns 

13. John Lewis 

14. Lucien Blackwell 

15. Lucille Roybal-Allard 
16. Barbara-Rose Collins 
17, Maurice D. Hinchey 
18. Major R. Owens 

19. Eliot L. Engel 

20. Bennie G. Thompson 
21. Luis V. Gutierrez 

22. Barney Frank 

23. Melvin L. Watt 

24. Don Edwards 

25. Walter R. Tucker III 
26. Bernard Sanders 

27. Esteban Torres 

28. Elizabeth Furse 

29. Xavier Becerrra 

30. William Clay 

31. Henry B. Gonzalez 
32. Matthew G. Martinez 
33. Louis Stokes 

34. Joseph P. Kennedy II 
35. Charles E. Schumer 
36. Jose E. Serrano 

37. Jim McDermott 

38. Lynn C. Woolsey 
39. Earl E Hilliard 

40. Fortney (Pete) Stark 
41. Donald M. Payne 
42. Nancy Pelosi 

43. John J. LaFalce 

44, Cynthia A. McKinney 
45. Floyd H. Flake 

46. James E. Clyburn 
47. Cardiss Collins 

48. George Miller 

49. Mel Reynolds 

50. Gary L. Ackerman 


et Ss ee eee 


Eleanor Holmes Norton 


CA 


$673 billion 


651 billion 
640 billion 
635 billion 
628 billion 
627 billion 
626 billion 
620 billion 
618 billion 
616 billion 
615 billion 
613 billion 
612 billion 
612 billion 
609 billion 
606 billion 
602 billion 
600 billion 
600 billion 
597 billion 
596 billion 
596 billion 
594 billion 
591 billion 
591 billion 
589 billion 
586 billion 
584 billion 
583 billion 
582 billion 
581 billion 
579 billion 
579 billion 
578 billion 
578 billion 
578 billion 
576 billion 
575 billion 
574 billion 
574 billion 
572 billion 
572 billion 
571 billion 
569 billion 
569 billion 
568 billion 
568 billion 
567 billion 
567 billion 
567 billion 
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Norton (D - D.C.) 


Inouye (D - Hl) 











. Daniel K. Inouye 

. Paul Wellstone 

. Paul Simon 

. Carol Moseley Braun 
. Howard M. Metzenbaum 
. James M. Jeffords 

. Claiborne Pell 

. Dianne Feinstein 

9. John H. Chafee 

10. Harry Reid 
11.Thomas A. Daschle 
12. Edward M. Kennedy 
13.Christopher J. Dodd 
14. Daniel P. Moynihan 
15. Barbara A. Mikulski 
16.John D. Rockefeller IV 
17. Tom Harkin 

18. Patrick J. Leahy 

19. Joseph R. Biden Jr. 
20.Donald W. Riegle Jr. 
21.Kent Conrad 

22. Barbara Boxer 
23.George J. Mitchell 
24. Patty Murray 
25.Carl Levin 

26. William S. Cohen 
27.Max Baucus 

28. Daniel K. Akaka 

29. Harlan Mathews 

30. John Glenn 

31.Bob Graham 

32. Ben Nighthorse Campbell 
33. David Durenberger 
34. David Pryor 

35. Harris Wofford 

36. John B. Breaux 

37. Arlen Specter 

38. Larry Pressler 
39.Sam Nunn 

40. Dale Bumpers 
41.Dennis DeConcini 
42. Howell Heflin 
43.Ernest FE. Hollings 
44, Richard H. Bryan 
45. Bill Bradley 

46.]J. James Exon 
47.Paul S. Sarbanes 

48. Slade Gorton 

49. Pete V. Domenici 
50. Charles S. Robb 
Source: The Wall Street Journal 
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HI $561 billion 


MN 


546 billion 
546 billion 
542 billion 
538 billion 
449 billion 
65 billion 
42 billion 
34 billion 
32 billion 
31 billion 
31 billion 
31 billion 
30 billion 
30 billion 
29 billion 
27 billion 
26 billion 
26 billion 
25 billion 
25 billion 
24 billion 
24 billion 
23 billion 
22 billion 
22 billion 
22 billion 
22 billion 
20 billion 
20 billion 
20 billion 
20 billion 
19 billion 
19 billion 
18 billion 
16 billion 
16 billion 
15 billion 
14 billion 
13 billion 
12 billion 
11 billion 
9 billion 

9 billion 

8 billion 

8 billion 

7 billion 

7 billion 

6 billion 

5 billion 














THE CLINTON 
ADMINISTRATION AND SEX 


Continued from page 4 


guess liberal sex education only goes so far. 


Let’s talk about Dr. Elders’ beloved 


school-based clinics. A 1991 study by | 


the Guttmacher Institute, the research arm 
of Planned Parenthood, concluded that 
the “data did not provide evidence that 
school-based clinics reduced the school- 
wide pregnancy rate.” Several other 
studies suggest that school-based clinics 
may actually contribute to an increase 
in pregnancy rates. 


Dr. Elders herself established many of , 


these clinics in Arkansas schools, where she 
offered free contraceptives and the option 
of abortion counseling to pregnant teens. 
But the teen pregnancy rate in Arkansas — 
after years of declining — went up during 
her tenure. 

As I have been telling you people, evi- 
dence refutes liberalism. Dr. Elders’ 


Arkansas statistics are but a microcosm of | 


our national experience. The federal gov- 
ernment has spent almost $3 billion since 
1970 to promote contraceptives. But in 
that time, according to data from the 
Guttmacher Institute and the Con- 
gressional Subcommittee on Health and 
the Environment, teen pregnancies went 
up 87 percent; teen abortions rose 67 per- 
cent; unwed births went up 61 percent. 

Listen to an absolutely amazing recent 
statement from Donna Shalala, after her 
boss started stumping once again 
(after an Arkansas state trooper lull) for 
family values: “I don’t like to put this in 
moral terms,” said Shalala, “but I do 
believe that having children out of wed- 
lock is just wrong.” 


terms! There we have the key to 

the Clinton Administration Sex 
Guide. Clinton, Shalala & Co. are 
now required politically to decry il- 
legitimacy. After 30 years of poisonous 
liberal social policies, the American 
consensus has returned precisely to the 
view of wedlock that conservatives never 
left. But Shalala simply cannot bring 
herself to acknowledge the philosophical, 


: DON’T LIKE TO PUT THIS IN MORAL 


ethical and (yes) religious bedrock out of | 


which this view is chiseled: the idea that 
there is such a thing as right and wrong. 
She admits, reluctantly, that illegitimacy 
is “wrong” — but the fact that she’s 
on moral turf clearly appalls her. 

The Clinton Administration is behind 
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the curve on this — as liberals are on every 
significant social issue today. I keep telling 
you people that liberalism is a tired, dis- 
credited ideology; the only people who 
don't realize it yet are liberals. 

All over the country — despite the 
fact that the left has trashed it — absti- 
nence is gaining new attention. Condom 
advocates have repeated, over and over, 
“They're going to do it anyway. Be realis- 
tic.” But this is just so much poppycock. 
It’s Lorena Bobbitt morality: “I had an 
irresistible impulse.” 

Human beings have, for all of human 
history, in every civilization, resisted their 
impulses. The ability to do so, in fact, is 
a defining human trait. A generation 
ago, sexual restraint until marriage was 
expected and common. It can become 
common again. | 

Churches are encouraging “chastity 


SPELLING BE 
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Of SURE. 
ILL PROBABLY GET 
SOMETHING HARD, LIKE 


ABSTINENCE! 
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pledges.” There are now abstinence cours- 
es taught in Georgia and California 
public schools. A billboard campaign 
extolling abstinence has been successful 
in Maryland, according to The Washington 
Times, with similar billboards planned 
for Illinois, New Jersey, and Arkansas. 
Arkansas! More proof, my friends, that 
we are winning. 

Ms. Shalala may not want to put it 
in moral terms, but I will. The passing 
on of ethical precepts and teaching 
of virtue has been interrupted for too 
long by the morally bankrupt. The next 
generation of Americans has been lied 
to for too long by the aging “Me 
Generation.” It is time, my friends, 
to once again say to America’s children: 
We will teach you right from wrong. For 
yes, character matters. And we will help 
you build it. 
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their Riealth: they earned it. iis are Ake country’ s achiev: 
ers, producers, and job creators. 


No nation has ever taxed itself into prosperity. 
Evidence refutes liberalism. 
There is no such thing as a New Democrat. 
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6. The earth’s ecosystem is not fragile. 

7. Character matters; leadership descends from character. 
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. The most beautiful thing about a tree is what you do with 
it after you cut it down. 


9. Ronald Reagan was the greatest president of the 20th 
century. 


10. The 1980s was not a decade of greed, but a decade of 
prosperity; it was the longest period of peacetime growth 
in American history. 


11. Abstinence prevents sexually transmitted disease and preg- 
nancy — every time it’s tried. 


12. Condoms only work during the school year. 
13. Poverty i is 
14. There’ 







15. If you comr 


16. Women should not be allowed on juries where the accused 
is a stud. 

17. The way to improve our schools is not more money, but the 
re-introduction of moral and spiritual values ... as well as 
the 4 “R’s”: Reading, ‘Riting, ‘Rithmetic, apat se h. 

18. | am not arrogant. 














19. My first 35 nde truth | 

20. There is a God. _ 

21. There is meaning wrong. aahien critics say the problem 
with America is too much religion. 

22. Morality is not defined by individual choice 

23. The only way liberals win national: ele Ol 
Pretending they’re ot liberals. : 


re still undeniably true. 









































ik they’ re lésers whe want o become winners. The , 
losers think the only way they can become winners is by 
banding together all the losers and then empowering a 
leader of the losers to make things right for them. 
32. The Los Angeles riots were not « aused by the “Rodne 
King verdict” io a the rioters. . 


government. 


By Rush Limbaugh 





